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REMARKS 

Claims 

Upon entry of this Amendment, claims 1-4, 6-8, 10-12, and 14-16 remain pending 
in the application with claims 1 and 10 being independent. Claims 9 and 17 have been 
previously canceled. Claims 5 and 13 are currently canceled. Claims 1 and 10 are currently 
amended to incorporate the limitations from dependent claims 5 and 13, respectively. No 
claims have been added. Reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

With reference to the Examiner’s Answer dated December 23, 2005, Applicants 
respectfully note the Examiner’s prior indication that dependent claims 5 and 13 stand 
objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. Applicants also note the Examiner’s obviousness-type double patenting 
rejection to dependent claims 5 and 13 from the last Office Action. Applicants herewith 
submit a terminal disclaimer and associated fee to overcome the obviousness-type double 
patenting rejection to dependent cla im s 5 and 13. Applicants have also incorporated the 
limitations from dependent claims 5 and 13 into independent claims 1 and 10, respectively. 
Thus, Applicants submit that claims 1 and 10 are now in condition for allowance. 
Applicants also submit, that dependent claims 2-4, 6-8, 11, 12, and 14-16 are in condition 
for allowance based on their own merits and their dependency to claims 1 and 10. 

Obviousness-type Double Patenting 

Claims 1-8 and 10-16 stand rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1, 4, 9, 14, 15, and 
17 of U.S. Patent No. 6,743,468 in view of the admitted state of the prior art. Applicants 
respectfully submit the attached timely filed terminal disclaimer and associated fee to 
overcome this rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §102(e) 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 10, 11, 14, and 15 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as 
being anticipated by Fuller et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,743,468). In view of the 
amendments made to independent claims 1 and 10 and the terminal disclaimer filed 
herewith, these rejections are now moot. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

Claims 1-4, 6-8, 10-12, and 14-16 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Brogan (U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0110682). Claims 1-4, 6-8, 10-12, 
and 14-16 also stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brogan in view of the admitted state of the prior art. In view of the amendments made to 
independent claims 1 and 10 and the terminal disclaimer filed herewith, these rejections 
are now moot. 

Applicant believes the application is now in condition for allowance, which 
allowance is respectfully solicited. Applicant believes that no additional fees are 
required. However, the Commissioner is authorized to charge our Deposit Account No. 
08-2789 for any additional fees or credit the account for any overpayment. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS, P.C. 

February 1. 2007 /TRENT K. ENGLISH/ 
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